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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

8/19

Chet:

Would some one like George
Carver like to try 2 hand at a
thorough answer which could

be used as a memoO and enclosed
under two lines to this and other
critics (your own memo Ou Morse
was first rate--but you are busy).

McG. B.
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MEMORANDU

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Wednesday, August 18, 1965
5:00p, M0

MEMORANDUM FOR MAC BUNDY

For handling by you.

Jack Valenti
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STAT

The Presgident
The White House
Washington, D, C.

Dear Mr, President:

I do appreciate your courtesy in replylng to my btelegram of
July 23,

vou ask the cooperation of people llke myself 1n uniting the
country behlnd your Administration's policy in Vietnam, I would
gladly do so 1f you would give me data gubstantiating your view
that the basic problem is North Vietnamese aggression, I am strongly
in favor of resisting unprovoked aggresslon when our cause 1is Jjust,
even if it risks all-out war, T was an early advocate of standing
up to Hitler and a vigorous supporber of NATO and of the Korean War,

But what dismays me - and many, many others - 1s the startling
disecrepancy between your Administration's interpretatlion of the
cause of the trouble in Vietnam, and the interpretation of reporters,
historians and ofther professionals who have not been under any obli-
zation to support U, s, policy. They agree in general about the
following sequence, After the Vietnamese, under the leadership of
Ho Chi Minh, defeated the French, the Geneva agreement divided the
country temporarily into two zones, for the protection of the French
colonists and the minorilby of Vietnamese who gupported them, but
speclfied an election in 1956 which was expected to reunite the two
zones, President Elsgenhower himself saild that 80% of the people even
in South Vietnam would vote for union under Ho Chi Minh, But Secre-
tary Dulles, hoping he might keep South Vietnam from Joinlng the
North, helped %o find and install Dlem as premler, violated hls pro-
mise not to obstruct the Geneva agreement and encouraged Diem to
cancel the election., SO i1t was the U, S. and the Diem governments
which blocked a peaceful and democratic solution -- not North Vietnam,

This wrong might have been redeemed if Diem had been able to
snstitute policles which would win the support of the people, But
he turned out to be a cruel, suspilcious tyrant who progresslvely
alienated the populatlon, (Read any history of the Diem government.)
The Vietcong revolt, led mainly put not exclusively by Communists,
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The Presldent -2 - August 13, 1965

began and spread because BO many of the people regsented the corrup-
ti1on, oppression and cruelty of the Dlem government. All the hls-
toriang I've read agree that the revolt sbtarted among the South
Vietnamese people, Only 1ater did it recelve weapons and training
asglstance from the North and 1ater stlll, recrulbs. (There 1s
nothing inherently sinister or aggresslve l1n guch gupport. If the
Northern and Southern States of the U, S. were temporarily geparated
and if a c¢ivil war then developed in the South between g factlon
supported by a minority of ciltlzens and a powerful forelgn govern-
ment and a factlon containing the majority of citizens, we would

not think of it as aggression 1f the government in the North gave
support to the majority in the South with which it was sympathetic.)

T vehemently oppose our policy in Vietnam, firstly, because I
pelieve that we have been trying for 10 years to impose on the peo-
ple of South Vietnam a reactlonary dictstorshlip which a ma jority of
them dislike and many of them hate, (And this i3 why we keep 1losing. )
T see no substantlal pagis for our claims that North Viebnam 1s the
primary aggressor, that China is behind 1t all, that we are fighting
for freedom or for the South Vietnamese people as a whole, We are
fighting becausge Dulles made a terrible mistake in 1954; and since
then 1t has seemed to each administration more manly and face-saving,
after every reverse,bo increase the involvement rather than to admlst
the error and the injustice of our pollcy.

Secondly, I oppose our intervention because I pelieve 1t 18
-pwound to fall in one way or the other, If we should have gignificant
-wmilitary success (which seems unlikely), the Vietcong would only re-
_celve more help from North Vietnam; and North Vietnam would, 1f in
danger, appeal to China or Russia or both, They could not refuse,

"I know that your advisers doubt that China and Russla will inter-
vene, But it is important to remember that every prediction of the
atate and Defense Departments since 1956 has proved dead wrong.

Tf we suffer progressive defeat, the demand 1n our country to
extend the war by alr into Hanoi and into China will become lrresist-
1ple, This will embroill us in an endless, hopeless glaughter (which
.will soon discredit and defeat the Democratic Party) or could lead
at any moment to nuclear annihilatilon,

Meanwhile all the steps that we are taking work against us. As
we take over more of the fightling, we alienate more and more of the
aouth Vietnamese people and soldiers. (A1l people regsent foreign
soldiers who are killing thelr own kind, even in a eivil war,) When
we bomb and burn not only wmen but women and children, and thelr
dwellings, we make them fight more flercely. (Can you imagine
America,if 1t was guffering what we are inflicting on the Vietnamese,
aakling for negotiations?) Though there 1s recent evidence that an
appreciable percentage of the Vietcong would prefer a degree of
eventual independence from North Vietnam, and though all Vietnamese
ape said to fear China, our escalation of the war 1g pushing them
into each others arus.
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-

vou fregquently call atbtention %o the number of times you have
of fered t"unconditional discussions" to North Vietnam and to 1ts
fallure to regpond, I don't claim %o read thelr minds, put if 1
try to pub myself in thelr positlon, 1 can see several plausible
reagons, rrom their point of view, we are 8 dighonest, aggresslve
power. We had no legitimate pusiness in their counbry in the be-
ginning. We interfered to oppose their popula?t ieader, %o eatab-
1igh a reactlonary regime, and to undo an internatlonal agreement
that would have prought unlty and peace. Ye refuse %o recognlze
rhe Vietcong, oul main opponents, and want North Vietnam to admitb
+hat 1t started the clvil war, which 1t did not. They probably
agsume that when you gpeak of a free and independant 3outh Vietnam,
you mean that the reglme we support and they distrust must pe malin-
tained and that we demand 2 permanent division of their country.
Though we talk of wanting to negotiate, W€ emphaslze 1t with an
intensification of the war =-- 1n extent and in cruelty -- an ap-
proach which would enrage any natlon worth its salt.

T am fairly sure that if you and 1 were Vietnamese and had a
cholce between 8 reactionary military dictatorshlp which 1in a decade
thad done nothing gubstantial for the welfare of its people and was
kept in power by a forelgn nation, and, on the other hand, a Com-
munist dilctatorshlp that had glven 1and to the farmers, hullt 1o~
dustries, and was headed by the wman who had succesafully fought the
Japanese and the French, We would be ou the Vietcong side, (Poor
people 1n underdeveloped countries have no reason to feel threatened
by Communlsm a3 2 gystem, the way Americans and Europeans 4o,

, T agree with you that we owe 1t to the Sailgon government and to
the minority of the people who support them not to abandon them to
the merciles of the Vietcong. (I know that thelr cruelty has matched
the cruelty of the South Vietnam army.) But we could ask the Geneva
agreement gignatories or the U, N, to get up 2 system to protect the
Saigon people while an electlon 1s belng prepared; OF we could take
paing to convince the Vietcong and North Vietnam that we are really
prepared to leave thelr country as soon as a gystem 18 established
which will protect the Saigon people and which will give all the
aouth Vietnamese an opportunity to choose thelr own future, 1 be-
1ieve that 1f we showed our good falth ip some such way -- and DYy
stopping our vombing at the same time -- Progress could be made on

s cease fire and 2 Just peace.

Very regpectfully yours,

G YL

Tenjamin Spock, M.D,
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